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INDIA OFFICE, 


O MAY 1935 
am directed by thé Sédveiurycaf Suite for India to transmit 
he information of the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 


papers noted below, on the subject of 


ine 


Char Tet Boundary Dipti 


Tam, Sir, 
Your most obedient Servant, 
8. F. STEWART. 
The Under Secretary of State, gon 
FOREIGN OFFICE, 
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Copy alao sent tom 
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D.0.No.7(3)-P/35. : The te 
: The 20eh tareg 1988. 
My dear Caroe, 

Please refer to your demi-official letter No.F. 
16-X/34, dated the 10th January 1935 and to my official 
letter No. 7(3)-P/35, of today. 

a. I fear that it is not likely that any suggestions 
to Tibet that she should relinquish her territorial 
Claims in return for a trade agreement with Tehri would 
be favourably received at Lhasa. I remarked on the matter 
of the levying of customs duties by Tehri in paragraph 
20 of my note dated the Sist October 1932, which was 
written after my visit to the disputed area. If the fact 
that duties are levied ig brought to the notice of the 
Tibetan Government ‘they will certainly protest strongly 
Without giving way ‘on the general question of the 
frontier. 

3. The Political Agent, Tehri-Garhwal State, still 
Gesires a frontier on the Jelukjaga Pass or Zang Kyok La. 
The Government of India have already agreed that the 
frontier should be on the Tehri side of Jadhung and I 
Still venture to hope that the Proposals made in my note 
of the Sist October 1932 my be accepted. The question 
of trade may be of importance locally, but the lhasa 
authorities only regard the question of prestige and 
their only interest is in the actual position of the 
frontier. 


Yours sincerely, 





Copy of a letter No. 7(3)-F/S5, dated Gangtok, the 
20th March 1935, from the Political Officer in Sikkim, to 
the Deputy Secretary to the Government of India in the 
Foreign and Political Department, New Delhi. 


THEIL TIBET BOUNDARY DISPUTE. 


I have the honour to refer to your letter No. 
P.T6-X/S4, dated the 10th Jamuary 1935 regarding the visit 
So Gum Gum Bridge of Tibetan official, and his destroy- 
ing @ mile-stone and a notice board. 

2 The visit ‘to Gum Gum and the orders issued by 
Tibetan officials to the people of Nilang and Jadhung to } 
make arrengenents for supplies do not seem to be matters of 
Sreat importance, vft it wobld certainly have been more 
Vactful 4f the visit had not been paid, in the same my as, | 
itis Understood, Tehri officials do not at present travel 
Deyond Nilang. ne ar seen Bonita] 
‘tho nile-stone are more serious and are definite acte of 
Giscourtesy, 
S T am very reluctant to make any immediate 
representations to Lhasa on this matter, The Tibetan 
Governnent feel that the Governuent of India have taken « 
Very long time in coming to & decision as to the frontier, 
and probably believe that this delay is partly due to a 
Teeling that Tibet's case is stronger than it really is. 


€l1 till I an authorised ty the Government of India to 
final proposals as to the whole question of the 3 
Xf I visit Unasa this year I 








to the Government of United 

Presumably in due course fo: 

7overnment. 

2. The Superintendent Hill sta rther reports 
‘hat during the course of the enquiry it was found that 
the copies of the of Nilang and Jadhung villages 
snd their lands prepared at the Settlement of 1892 which 
had been supplied by the Bashahr Darbar and which were 
forwarded to you with Punjab Government letter No. 9080- 
Pol/I.8., dated the 16th March 1934, were inaccurate and 44 
‘hat no attention should be Paid to them. He states 
that the original Settlement maps have since been 


Produced before him and Mr. Williemsom. I am accordingly 
to suggest that the copies of the maps referred to above 
Should be ignored. 
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I am directed by the Secretary of State for India to wansmit 
to you, for the information of the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
copy of the papers noted below, on the subject of 


Taw, Sir, 
Your mort obediont Servant, 


b 8. F. STEWART 
The Under Secretary of State, 


FOREIGN OFFICE 
ee 


Enclosures received from the Secretary to the Goverument of 
India, Foreign Department, 


Copy also sent to— 


Paltch 
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Government of the scat Provinces. 


Dated Naini Tal, July 20 1935. 


to your D.0. Ho, 
copy of the joint r 
Willismson ani Eustace on the bound 
i (Garhwal) States together with 


ers including 2 document in 


delay, which is duo 
misunderstanding in that the Punjab 
t would send report A wopy of the letter 


to Puckle is enclosed 


C.K. Caros, Esquire, .1.8., 


Depaty Secretary to the Goverment of India, 
Foreign & Political Department, 
Simla. 








gent for Tehri-Garhwal State, Bareilly, to the Chief 
ernment, United Provinces, No. I61XVI-GAT5A (32-33), 
March 1935, 


rward herewith the report of the Superintendent, Hill 


al Agent, Tehri-Garhwal State, on the territory dis 
ahr and Tehri-Garhwal States in the bourhood of Nilang. 

The report is comprised of 
(@) A joint note by both 


material for the settlement dispute 


= rth the history of the case and the 
(0) The representations of the parties and record of oral evidence prednoed 
(Q) The separate findiny 

(@) All maps relati area, 

Be mass of documentary evidence exhibited remains with the parties 


dings though separate a single result, n imondation 

territory in dispute with the exception of a small a nas the 
Chor Gad on the right bank of the river Jadhorrd posite Nilang itself, be awarded 
to Tehri-Garhwal State. ‘The area in dispute n to include the whole valley 
of th : 


Jadhganga from its source of Gartaga and not marly the villages and 
adjoining cultivation of Nilang and its hanks Jadhang, 





REPORT 


OF THE 


Commission appointed to make recommendations 
with regard to the territory in dispute 
between Tehri-Garhwal and Bashahr 
darbars in the neighbourhood 


of Nilang. 


1934-35. 
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1. Introductory—In pursuance of orders from our tt spective Governments 
Be met at Narendranagar, the winter capital of Tehri-Garl.wal State, on the 28th 
September 1934. ‘The Superintendent of the Simla Hill States, who had left Sinla 
At short notice, was not accompanied by the repre ve of Bashabr neither 
Was he himself aware of the details of Bashabr claim. ‘The Tehri-Gathwal darbar 
tated that they would be unable to depute a representative to accompany us until 
they were informed of the details of the Bashabr claim ; accordingly the Bashabr 
darbar were requested by telegram to send their representative quickly, and we 
departed from Narendranagar on the 29th without a representative of either party 
Tee ith October the Bashahr representative, Mian Daulat Ram, joined. us at 
Uttar Kashi, about half way to Nilang, bringing with him a list of the documents 
Rrailable at the Capital of the State which Bashehrdarbar are proposing to put into 
Gridence. “This list was communicated by telephone to the Tehr-GarLwal darhee 
pon agreed to depute @ representative to join us with a reply to the 
Bashakie claim by the 22nd October ; at the same. time the Bashahr darter wee 
Geta by telephone and telegram to send to their rvpresentative by the 23nd 
y other papers they might have in support of their claim, including 
the papers in the tahsil headquarters at Chini, joined by the 
halir representative at Uttar Kashi we proceeded to Nileng.in order to necuaint 
Gurselves on the spot with the topographical details of the situation, reaching there 
cr the oth October. After having studied. the situation on the spot in the light 
ay cally of such maps as were available to us, we left Nilang on tle 18th October 
iid retumed as far ns Uttar Kashi where we were informed by Tehti-Garhwal 
durbar that their caso would be conducted by Mr. Padam Datt, divicioal feoee 
officer, who had been with us throughout in charge of the arn ngoments for our 
journey. The formal enquiry was conducted by us at Uttar Kashi on the 25th 
And 20th October jit was honever nang ey Bashahr darbar had not been given 
Faucient time to prepare their case ; the Tehri representative alee had net ail ha 
documenta with him. Accordingly the formal enquiry wee nema eat 
at Simla on February the 27th and 28th, 19gs 


2. Terms of reference —We come now'to our terme of reference. We under- 
Map fom Foreign and Political Department letter No, 70K af dated the oon 
ress of the Punjab Government, a copy of 


ith 
May 1934 [Serial No, (10)] to the addi 
fitch was forwarded to the Government of the Uoney Provinées, that we hav 
n Tequired to record int finding on the question whether “in view of th 


change of site” (of the village of Nilang) "the ,ja of Bashahr is still in position 


to claim that the present site is within bie terntories". These strictly limited 
terms of reference Were discussed 1 


- tho letter from the Government of the United 
‘August 1990 (ee nidtes of the Government of India, No. 810-0. dated the Diet 
abe {Serial No, (18)], ‘The Government of India reply i» Foreign and Politi- 
= irtment letter No. 76-X/34, dated the 1oth September 1934 [Serial No. (19)], 
ten widress of the Government of the ‘United Pravines entre ‘appears to 
Sand the terms of reference in the following sentences ae attempt to raise the 
international issue before decision hes been reached as to the Indian State which 
te bs, eititled to claim jurisdiction. over thee wen would necessarily weaken 
the position of the Government of India in negotiations with Tibet. ..”. We 
the stand from the above letter that what wei thay are required to report on is 
n ee, as between Tehri-Garhwal and Bashahr of any tract of country in 
songs ebourhood of Nilang which is in dispute hetmees the two States. We feel 
view fhe Point that each of the States in fuct claims not, 


nd inhabitants of the region in which the dive 
discription which follows of the topography of 

nnaies should be made to the Survey sheets 3-1 Chink 
th (1930), which are the latest and most clear maps 
to obtain. ‘seen that these maps show a definite 
to Nilang ‘but not beyond. 

of the Jadh Ganga. We 

in these survey sheets of 
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the Jadh Ganga and its tributaries, each of which forms a grazing ground essential 
to the existence of the inhabitants of the valley and therefore contested by the 
States concerned. It is these grazing grounds in the valleys which account for the 
importance attached by the darbars to this otherwise inhospitable tract. The 
first side valley of importance to be open for spring grazing is that of the Chor Gad 
some 14 miles in length. We take the opportunity to discuss at this point the 
controversy which has arisen asto whether the village of Nilang is on the right or 
left bank of the Jadh Ganga. Every survey map which we have seen places the 
village on the right bank. Mr. Kinney,* a surveyor, who visited Nilang in 187 

stated that the houses were on the right bank of the Jadh Ganga while the fields 
of the village were on the left; Mr. Acton in his report of 1926 was informed 
by n ‘Tehri witnesses that the abadi had been moved some years earlier 
to the left bank from the right bank om account of the danger of falling 
stones. From the Foreign and Political Department letter No. 76-X/34 [Serial 
No. (10)], dated the 22nd May 1934, it appears that the Government of India are 
disposed to accept the above theory, and the question whether the site of the village 
has been changed from one bank to the other is therefore one which we must dis- 
cuss in detail. Our observations on the spot, which are supported by photographs 
attached to this report, have satisfied us that it is most improbable that Nilan 

abadi was ever situated on the right bank. There is no visible trace of any abadi 
on the right, bank and the bank itself is precipitous cliff except at one point where 
it shelves slightly before falling again steeply to the river. The river itself outs 
deep into the rock, and clearly cannot have changed its course. Finally, the 
nearest crossing is more than half a mile upstream of the assumed former site on 
the right bank, that is to say where the cliff shelves, and half a mile also upstream 
of what has undoubtedly always been the village cultivated area on the left bank, 
One witness only stated before Mr. Acton that the site had been changed from 
the right to the left bank, viz., Hira, lumberdar, Tehri witness No. 13 in Mr, Acton’s 
proceedings (File No. 308-X/27). This man giving evidence before us as Tehri 
witness No. 6 has however now stated that there was never anything on the right 
bank except afew goat enclosure, and we have no doubt that thi isthe position, 
and that the village abadi has always been as it is now, on the left bank. As regards 
the inhabitants of the tract in dispute, there are no permanently occupied wns 


above the juneton of the Jadh Gangs and the Bhagiathi (or Ganges). |The valley 


of the Jadh Ganga with its tributaries the Chor Gad and Jadhung Gad, ete., 
however ured for pasturage in summer by two classes of graziers namely the Jadhs, 
and the inhabitants of a dozen villages in the northern most Tehri pargana of 
‘Thaknor. ‘The Jadhs, who are a amall but distinct tribe of frontier graziers and 
traders, have two villages named Nilang and Jadhung in the Jadh Ganga valley; 
these villages contain pucca houses, and are considered by the Jadhs as their re 
gular home. They are however only occupied for about three months in the year, 
and during the remaining months the tribe moves down slowly grazing 

the lands of other villages in 'Thaknor, which in summer graze in the Jadh Ganga 
valley, to two other settlements which they have at Harsil in the Bhagirathi valley 
about 20 miles below Nilang, and at Dunda about another 30 miles further down. 
the same valley. 

4, Claims of the darbars.—We come now to the details of the claims put forward. 
by the two darbars. ‘The claim by Tehri-Garhwal darbar has been expressed BY 
their representative in the following words :-— 

‘The Tehri-Garhwal claim is the whole of the valleys of the Jadh Ganga and its 
tributaries on both banks ; in particular the complete basins of the 
Jadhung Gad, the Dei Gad, the Chor Gad and the Gartaga Gad whieh 
are claimed by Bashahr. 
The claim put forward bf Bashahr is expressed by their representative 38 
follows :— 
(a) the boundary shown on the survey Sheets of 1930-82 up to s point on that 
line fata, north of the source of the Gartga Gat. (Gartegs 
Gad is one of the right bank tributaries of the Jadh Ganga 
meets the Jadh Ganga above Gartaga), i 


“Report onthe marvey af the wesere ware of the Gangee—particalariy the Jaih Gags or SNe 
village—in 1879 by Mr. T. Kinney. This is printed at the end of tte general report on the ep=rations of Se 
Survey of India 1877-78 


38 
(2) from the above point due south to the source of the Gartaga Gad, 


(©) from this point down the left bank of the Gartaga Gad to the Jadh 
tanga, 


(@) from this point, ups long the right bank of the J nga to 
the point where the Jadh Ganga is met by the Chor Gad, 


(©) at this point the boundary claimed by Bashalir crosses the Jadh Ganga 
and runs up to the peak marked 20,900 on the left bank of the J 
7 lang, 
(J) from the peak the boundary claimed runs back to the Jadh G 
include the glacier stre i) and the cultivated lands of 
left bank of the Jadh Ganga is the 
iad and includes the whole 


(9) from the point mentioned in (f) above the boundary claimed runs along 


pe i of 1 ga to the point where the Jadh Ganga 


(h) from this point the boundary runs northward along the ridge enclosing 
the valley of the Jadbung Gad via Jadhung peak (17,356) and the 
peak 19,420 ; thence in a semi-circle northwards und westwards 50 a8 to 
include the sources of the Jndhung Gad and its tributaries to the 
point where the watershed meets the main ridge which is the water 
parting between the Chor Gad and the Jadhung Gad, 


‘In beth eases these verbal dosoriptions are from the survey sheots above quoted; 
pplementary maps illustrating their claim have also been handed in by the re- 
Presentatives ofboth darbary, atx} are attached as appendices. Y 


3. Surcey and other maps in their relation to the dieqnte,—{a) The first mp i 
point of date in that prepared by Horgson and Herbert in 1817 and describe by 
ea aa mee ‘of the territory retored to Tohri-Garhwal State after the expul- 
sion ofthe Gud ee map ad the papers connected with it, aro not befory 
m 1 ing it is that.contained on page 4 of Mr. Acton’ 
report of 1026. ithe northem boundary of ‘ehsi according tote ump sora 
¥ the bi we tracing accompariying Mr. Acton's re Tt excludes from 
Tei Stata the village of Nilang the Gum ‘Guin mala, dangh, asd even the villages 

fukba and Harsil which are not claimed either by Tibet or Bashah, 


(6) The next map in 


In this. @ 
; of Bashahr is carr 
waterbed of the Chor Gad Lhrough the village of Nilang and down to Cow Auk, 
jhe source of the Bhagirathi or Ganges, ‘There is no corresponding dat and dash 
{ine separating Bashahr from Tehri-Garhwal but if that syabol le len ne ooo 
Seating an inter-statel bo Tine, there is n dotted line which may be taken as 
febarating Bashabr from Tehri. ‘This dotted line follows w line of snowy peaks 
Fea ates ae eye ts ee 
tinct he nena Bouya Sg aN em HP ees he 


(©) There is then the Mr. Kinnoy’s map, Mr. Kinne assixtant surveyor 
sen IE scr ta en 1 survey agi he ar ead surveel 
\- , No. 5 , Departmer in 18 
gives asin north and south interhatonal ee ain bot ms oes the Atlas 
ae of 1859, passing through Nilang. Tt shows Nilang on the right bank of the 
Ja Gay id Tee eas ea ere Roel a 
Gan i on to rina to give the Chor 
nor ay af on the lft bua te Jade Ge anes fm Nilang to Cartan 
Gad basin all of which are claimed isa ee ans 
Saale 
a 
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of India published a map (unnumbered) of * 
‘This map follows the Atlas sheet of 

st as being referred to in the Emerson-Barker 

a map of 1915 zincographed at 
Je 1” to 4 miles) (No. 3640- 


(@ In 1898 the Surve 
Simla with adjoining Native States” 
Mr. Kinney’s map. It is of inte 
report (discussed hereafter), and has been followed i 
Roorkee and entitled “ map of the Bashabr State 
1100). 


(o) Bashahr State has put in its own settlement maps of Nilang and Jadhung 
villages prepared at the settlement of 1802. These maps differ materially from the 
settlement maps of 1920 put in by Tehri State. Bashabr has also put in its settle 

inaps of 1928 which approximate to those of Tebri. 


() The Tehri settlement map has been checked by us as regards its ge 
features with conditions on the spot, and we have no doubt that it correctly 
sents the present. position. 


(9) The general map put in by Tehri darbar in support of their cl 
the watershed of the Chor Gad and the whole watershed of the Jadh 
tributaries, the most important of which is the Jadhung Gad. This is stated to 
be a settlement map of ebri-Garhwal and in general use in the State 


6. Previous boundary commissions—(a) Tho Emile-Nicholas Commission of 

1904. This related to a dispute in the neighbourhood of Naukot, on the Pabar river 

d the Changsil ridge. The area adjudicated on is 100 miles west of the area now 
disputed, and the decision of this Commission does not affect us, 


(0) The Dharma Nand-Darling Commission of 1910. This related to a second 
distant boundary dispute which was settled by compromise 


(0), The Emerson-Barker Commission of 1912, 
the main subject of dispute waa the area known as Manjhiban 
also authorised according to paragraph 15 tod 
ling in the event of its being found in dispute ” elsewhore. 
report it is stated that whe 
shown in Aths sheet of 1859) west of the Kimilay Pass were more or less specific, the 
same could not be said forthe reasons advanced by that darbar for not accep 
the same line between the Kimilay and Nilang Passes. The report proceeded a 
follows :— 


important in that though 

the Commission wax 

nareate the boundary 
In paragraph 17 of th 


the Tehri objections to the line (é.., the bounds: 


* We cannot therefore understand how Garhwal vill be projudiced by accopt- 
ance of this line, and in pursuance of the powens conferred on us we decide that 
the future the international boundary for the whole line extending from 
Mund to the trijunction of Garhwal, Bashubr and Tibet shall. be that shown on the 
Atlas shoots of 1859. Wohave taken full advantage of our powers because the wx 
pericnco gained in the present proceedings has convinced us that if any point is Jet 
open to the «mallest doubt, advantage is taken by subordinate officials to foment 
disputes for theirown ends,” ‘Thus the one concerning the Manjhibon wax undoabit= 
edly set in motion during the proceedings of 1910 Commission, and there will be me 
final settloment until every pretext for asserting a claim, however vexatious 
frivolous it inay be, is removed. 

(@ The Acton Commission of 1926. This was a Commission appointed 
to determi mnership as between Tehri-Garhwal State and "Tibet 
most of the country which is in dispute in the present proceedings. Mr. Acton 
was not ablo to agree with the Tibetan representatives as to the whereabouts of 
the boundary but his separate report contains much that is of interest in connec 
tion with tho present. dispute. 

We both concut in the statement of the case contained in the above six part 
graphs. We append separate findings. 


(Sd) R. H, WILLIAMSON, 
Political Agent for Tekri-Garkwel. 


(Sd) E. A. R, EUSTACE, 
Superintendent, Hill States, Simla, 


Mareh 1st, 1925, 


rn) 
Finding of Political Agent, Tehri State 


alt forming an opinion on the eo jcting claims of the two parties the gaogra+ 

ee rns must be considered first. normal approach to all this disputed 

Free slong the Tibet trade route which follows first the Bhagirathi (Ganges) and 

gang through wh idly Tehri territory. —Nilang 

miles of the Thaknor pargana of 

y sommnunication Bashahr State must 

her com : one of the recogaized passes which lead 

Barth Te psi hake @ mass of high mountains which lie bet 3 ie 
4 ashuhr and the Jadhganga. ‘That route if possible at all, and 

named pass is shown in any survey map, can onl at ioeey yi monte 

own urvey map, can only be ope 
in the yoos,saaitwn in any survey map, ean only be open for at most two months 
are ee pad oft recognised Nola Pass which lesds to Harsil 


‘The higher villages of the Thaknor i 

1 ges of the or pargana, which shelter the Jadhs during the 

yale fin the Jacks in sending up all thei flocks to graze in the meee 

muley ring tt wa eee tere: It - nowhere claimed that the Bashahr people 
2 this area—with the exception of a claim to grazing in the Chor Gad whicl 

the Jadhs and other Tehri witnesses wil not admit to beg fect nt Nd Nu 


Tt may be considered as certain ther ¢ disp: ea generally is not 
ween ta si i therefore that the disputed area generally 
Seeupied at any time by the imhabita , : y 
3 Ray tae ly is seliais of Bashahr while it is occupied by other 


‘The oral evidence of Tehri State is dircoted to sh 
‘chri § : show that, in tho memory of 

seneut inhubitants there has been no connection whatever Wi fu Bashahe Thy 
Official har vind Raid revenue ar fines to Bashahr and they assort that no Bashahti 
Bashan 't Visited Nilang intheir time. They deny that there is any diroct 
that dhgrarmtting of access without passing through Teh territ 
fait for yuan tele with Bashahr, but only visit Rampur at the timo of th 
Sea pes hases of necessities. They assert that Tehri State roaintains 
the conte adganga valley to the Jelukhaga Pass and utilise the forest from 

ofthe hagirathi and Jadhganga ns Car ng it goes up the valley of the 
dnc n't noe te aa” et HPme te Gch 


7 


AS against this direct 
either communicate with Nijang thro 


Sarbar file records of 230 cass 
These cases cover tthe poriod 

o hie to discov 

placed in Nilang 


Tehri State, 


which Jadhs wore partio 
ae . “1925. A.D, We hav 
many instances the 

sg ance the ads spend most of the 

os Vhe files have bean weeded itisvery difficult to det 

is ut Jonat clear that over all this period the Jadhs have admitted tho 


chs, while no single case is prodaced. of thelr huving taken any 


sors the revenue asseetment meords of the whol s 

son . hs Whole of Dobri State for 

ae a 800, 1873, 1903 and 1923. In all thes Nilang is mentioned 

‘weweel on it. Thelast assessmont was in modern form sd is wn00m 
y end «map which we have found on the spot to be accurate, 


“ries Bashar produoes tho recards of so tall satsloments in 
eau =iae he former, yl we i Shown jarnabandi of roads of 
dena , ards of co sexoopt 
rom i ao Tt a ea age Sane tect ne 
any att easly inacourate and indeed raises a doubt as to whothier thre ware 
are ~eticg at all in the ordisary sonss of the word.  Sdbssqaont 
te no realisations. In 1028 tho arrival of w wurvey party itom 
the pane re ctmediate protest from Tehri, This was obvioudy a gesbaro.on 
ae ‘sr consequent on the ‘Tehri claim of 1920, Aton Omninsion), 
i ioe Land it eannot be doubted that between 185; 

ae 9 0 wont 1857 ane 2 
well Tay to time levied taxes and fines on ie Jeli Fea 
since the Jadhs were bound to spend half the yoar in thut 
fence shows, theheadmen of Malhba and Darali or any State 


on one 


Panied by a ur 


As ay 
1802 and 4 
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officer in those upper Thaknor villages was the agency emp! 
tions. As regards Bashabr it woul at that period t 
regularly to trade to Rampur the c at State—a practice whi 
for the last generation at least given up o howe 
undoubtedly considered t 
re was corre 
a protest by Bi Tchri was interfering with t 

The conclusion would seem to be that both States asserted the 
the Jadhs up to the year 1802, after which the Bashahr claims weakened until they 
Were revived again by the prominence given to Tebri’s claim against Tibet in 
19126, 

During the present century Tehri has made « bridged road up to Gartaga and 
also maintains » rough road between Gartaga and Nilang. It exploits the forest 
upto the tree limit about Lamathata. It h blished as In 
wevord, the interests of the Jadhs are now entirely bound up with Tehri in trade 
as in everything eb 

Coming next to the evidence of the maps it may be admitted at once that the 
whole of the Jadhganga valley down to Nilang has consistently been shown in all 
wiiveye of the Government of India (except the last) to be in Thibet.Nilang itself 
has been placed always on the right bank of the Jadhgangs and within the be 
of Bashahr, Jadhung has never found a place. The trijunction of ‘th bound- 
oes of Bashahr, ‘Tibet and ‘Tehri-Garhwal is always shown on the right bank 
just at tho village site of Nilang, ‘The Hodgson and Herbert boundary tne differs 
Just at jess wurveys in placing the Garhwal boundary a great deal further south, 
put that line has never been acknowledged as correct and certainly is incorrect in 
that it excludes from Tehri-Garhwal the w es of Thaknor, pargana such as 
Hurail, Mukhba and Darali which have never been claimed by Bashar. 

Tt was on the Atlas sheet of 1859-60_and its derivati map. of ‘ Simla 
with adjoining Native States’ that Messrs. Emerson and Barker based their finding 
witiol2 that the boundary between Tehri and Bashahr States should be the bound- 
ary ax shown in those maps. Th y rijunction point as 
given by the Government of India Survey upto th oy were adjudicat- 
Ing frcm a distance of over 100 miles and they had not } 
to Nilang and the Jadhganga valley or the allocation of the 
the other, They did not strictly adhere to their own princip 
watershed line, for otherwise they would have seen that the ¢ 
zo to Boxbahr, But their decision was accepted and was app roved by 
ment, It would be against th wt of finality and continuity in decisions to, 
re-open that question of the again. ‘Therefore it seems clear that Tehri 
Tauct give up its claim to the Chor Gad and Bashahr mast also fail in its claim to 
the Gartaga area on the loft bank of the Jadhganga. 

We have said in our joint note that Nilang village is now an established settler 
ment on the left bank. The configuration of the country shows that ite eultivariog 
meeat always have been on the left bank. It is inexplicable how at the time 
Mr, Kinrey’s visit in 1878 the village site should have been on the precipitous: 
right bark. Butat-any rate the fact that the Jadhs and their cultivation are now 
rie plished on the left barik rules out the claim of Bashahr to sovereignty ov x the 
‘adhs, It is mainly on that basis that Bashahr now assert & title to Jadhang. the 
oth ithe Jadhs in the Jadhang Gad. While Tehri can consistently 
claim that the w hganga valley is theirs as being part of the Ganges basin, 
Bashabr ¢ c ch geographical argument. Their claim to this 
area must rest sole! ‘idence of administration, though they have in the last 
tugo of the enquiry produced evidence of an alleged grant of this territory two 
hundred years ogo. 

"The Sanads restoring territory to the rulers of Garhwal and Basho after 
the Gurkha occupation give no indication in, respect of the srea now in dispute. 
There was no official pronouncement from that tho date of the Emerson- 
Pusher Commission, ‘That Corumission did not do more than define & boundary 
Pax ifom west to cast along a well defined range. Tt is only now that the Bashar 
dine iu advanced a treaty claim tothe whole Jadhganga valley. They produce 
fa sheet of copper roughly stamped or incised with Hind: charactres and similarly 
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stamped with what purports to be a representation of the seal of the State of 
Garhwal. The document recites that the two State; Garhwal and Bashahr make 
fan agreement of mutual aid in case of attack and that in token of friondship the 
Roja of Garhwal bestows on the Raja of Bashahe thetersitory comprising Gartang 
Gad, Nilarg and Jolukhiga, 


How the authenticity of such « dooument eould be tested it is impossible to 
Tt has no obvious characteristics which would indicate even its ago. By 
3 appearance it might as well be two or twenty sé two hundred years ot An 
aygument has heen taised over the fact that the date g ven ov the plate is Jater 
than the date of the Raja of Gashwal therein mentioned. But since the date of the 
death of that Raje is dis; uted it is hardly worth while pursuing that angamoat. 
What is clear is that on this evidence no claim bas ever been advanced by Bashahr 
State to this day. Neither did they ask the Government of India to take it into 
consideration when they teocived their Sanad after the Gurkhy occupation, nor 
did they refer to it in 1871 when there was a rival assertion of claim to tax the 
Tnahs which went to the Political Agents of the time, nor was it brought to, thy 
notice of Government when the Forests af Tehri werr takes under the manag» 
ment of the United Provinces Government and some of the area disposed of by this 
treaty was 60 administered, nor was it even mentioned ab the beginning of this 
enquiry. when Bashahr formulated its claim (naregraph 4 of our jolnt note), 
the supposed date of this inscription tho Rajas of Garhwal, as the gizettoars show, 
saiyanced their boundarias, the Gurkhas invaded, territories wore rostored and 
fresh Sanads were granted, Never in any dispute proceeding of record hag this 
treaty been mentioned or given effect to. In is impossible to attribute now stich 
importance to this sheet of copper as to hold that it decides the present issue. 

Op the evidence before us the claim of Tehri State to sovereignty over the 
Jadbs and to the azea in dispute must be considered in every way stronger than 
that of Bashar. It ingrettablethat owirg to some mishap the Tehri darbar 
have not been able to produce that evidency of past administration which is de- 
tajled in the Acton report, but even so it must be held that the long reoord of 
revenue assessment of the Jadhs and their villeg: Nilang, the use by other Tehri 
subjects of the Jadhgayga valley as a grazing ground, the residence ~ the Jadhs for 
as than half the year in ‘Tehri territory, the mass of records of jurisdiction by 
Telai Courts, the maintenance of commanications along the Jadhganga valley up 
to Ning x fas State—all this must oveside the claim of Bashahe which is 

y eriodical levies and fines stich as a trading 5 
well be subject to from more authorities than one, perenne ee 


The 4th March 1935. (8d.)_R, H. WILETAMSO) 


Finding of Superintendent, Hill States. 
Carter 7.—The present dispute, 
e ae rten ire stated in detail in Chapter 4 above. 
(@) The triangle of land formed by the Gartagar (or Garts Gad, the Jadh 
Gang, an he pti! Boundary Mere Telel cod ashabe ax 
ed bee ine and Barker a wan in Brey 
(8) The valley of the Chor Gad. 
(6) The village of Nilang with its connected hamlet Jadhung. 
(@ The basin of the Jud Ganga ond it tributaries. 

(a) The Gartagar triangle-—The political boundary betwee Bashahi i 
Garhal was ste by Mesos Emeron and Barer in ‘Geer repott a tie Se 
Sune 1012 which Was ace by th Punish Govern thar ater othe 

javernment a winces, Pol., dated the 9th 
Sou ty kk Goveranied af tha Ushed: rove eine tee No nee laer 


7th November 1912. In ‘i 
dated the eek ie sphs 15—17 of their report Messrs, 
Emerson and Barker stated their final conclusions as regards the proper boundary 
holding that it should be as shown in Atlas sheet No. 47 of 1860 ; alos as ctiown in the 
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survey map “district Simla with adjoining netive states". This boundary, as 
stated above, is the boundary marked on survey sheet 53. 1: Chini (1932). 
It will be seen from reference to sheet No. 53.1; that the Gartagar triangle now 
claimed by Bachahr is on the Tebri side of the settled boundary ; Bashakr have not 
suggested’ any act: of administration on their part or other consideration (save the 
copper plate of 1667 A.D.) on which the triangle should be: regarded as Bashahr 
temtory, and I consider that the triangle is undoubtedly. the territory. of Tehri 
being on their side of the settled boundary. 

(b) The Chor Gad.— The Chor Gad, a right bank tributary of the Jadh Ganga, 
is marked on sheet No. 53.1. It is claimed by Tebri on the ground that the m- 
habitants of their northern parganna and the Jadhs are the only graziers who use 
it, a point which however is disputed by Bashabr who have produced certain of 
their own grasiers us witnesses: neither state can point to any act of adminie 
tration on its part in the Gad. From the side of Tehri it is asserted that this 
Gad cannot even be reached from Bashahr except via the Nela pass (marked in 
shect No. 53, 1.) and Tebri territary but this is disputed by Bashahr who point out 
that # road from Nithal to the head of the Gad is shown in a printed state map* 
prepared during the period of Mr. Emerson's managership, and have called two or 
three oral witnesses. It seems probable that if the question whether there is 
really a track from Nithal to the Chor Gad is ever brought into serious issue some 
officer will have to be deputed to proceed to the spot and ascertain whether in fact 
a track exists, Without entering upon this question however, Iconsider that the 
Chor Gad should be regarded as within the territory of Bashahr on the ground that 
it lies to the north of the settled boundary. 

(©) Nang and Jadhung. 

(a) Jadh Ganga basin.—These may be discussed together. The situation will 
be clear from. the four miles to the inch survey sheets Nos. 53.1. Chini (1932), and 
53. M, ‘Tolingmuth (1930) (preliminary edition). As stated in chapter 3 of this 
report Nilang itself, n village of scme 50 substantially built houses, is now on the 
left bank of the Jadh Ganga, Jadhung, which Mr. Williamson and I did not visit, 
is by common consent a mere hamlet of Nilang and must go with it in any decision 
taken, Aste the proper onnership of Ning, Jadhung and the Jadh Ganga basin 
T have been in considerable difficulty. . The first question to consider is 1 think 
whether there are any pust orders, decisions or agreements effecting the question. 

(i) The Emerson-Rarker decision of 1912,—In the Emerson-Barker report 
(approved by both Governments) it was reccmmende that the intrstatal bound 
ary would be along the line of peaks towards the Kimilay and Nilang 
endifig “in the Nilang pass about 13,000 fect ” as shown in atlas sheet 47)of 1895, 
and the map “district Simla with adjoining native states”. Both these maps 
show Nilang on the right bank of the Jadh Ganga, though whether or not also within 
Bashabr is not quite clear. I have not been able tou what exactly is 
meant by “ the Nilang. pam about 13,000 feet”; there is no pass which could 
possibly be called the Nilang pass of anything like 13,000 fect. What is locally 
referred tows the Nilang pass (Nilang Ghati) is the trade route from Tebri-Garhwal 
via the Jelu Khanga pass into Tibet where it through the Nilang i the 
bed of this gorge is only 11,00 feet, but. it must I think have been this which 
Messrs. Emerson and Barker referred to when they mentioned the Nileng pass. 
‘Tho matter of the verbal description is however in any case not very important in 
view of the reference by Messrs. Emerson and Barker to the boundary as shown in 
the atlas sheet of 1859, and in the map Simla district and adjoining native states. 
What is clear from both these maps is that Bashahr was given no-territory on the 
left bank of the Jadh Ganga. Village of course is now on the left bank of 
the dadh Ganga, and I am scouting of opinion that under the Emerson-Barker 
decision of 1912 it cannot be said to have been given to Bashabr though this is not 
equivalent to saying that 1 think it was given to Tehri. In:both the maps the 
boundary seems to end at Nilang. 

(it), The sanads of the, states.—The territory restored to Bashahr after the ex- 

milsion of the Gurkhas is deseribed in words in sanad No. 25 at page 7) of Aitehison’s 

Treaties, Volume I, 1931. It is stated that the Governor General confers upon: 

Raja Mohindar Singh, the Raja of Bashahr ; the houndaries however are not stated. 

and s9 far.as is known they were never defined, The territory restored to Tehri 
Map No. 3640.1100 soe statoment of Misa Daulat Ram, the Basbahr representative, 
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after the expulsion’ of the Gurthas is described in wards in saniads 
and 19 of 1824, ai i Volumne II, 1929, Similarly 
eral has conferred upon the chief 
‘ory of Garhwal with certain exceptions. 


(iii) Mooreroft’s Travels: Hodgson and Herberis map’: Tehri map of 1902— 
In the case of Tehri-Garhwal although no statement of the boundaries of 
the territory restored seems to have been drawn up at the time of the issue 
of the sanads, I note that Moororoft* writing in 1810 said that the northern 
aged of Tehri was Nilang. There is also in existence a map of 1817 showing 
the territory. restored —the Gurkhas were expelled in 1815. mis is the map’ of 
“aptain Hodgson anid Lieutenant Herbert_mentioned at page 4 of Mr. Acton's 
mnie report. The northern boundary of Tehri according to this map is. shown 
¥y the blue line on the tracing accompanying Mr. Attot's report it does not include 
=s and the Jadh Ganga basin’ in Tehri. Hodgson and Herbert’s map was not 
Froduced before the Commission, and although one gathers from Mr, Acton’s report, 
Cleared nat aPPFoved by the political authorities of the time, this point can only be 
as ey sicenot to ‘the, Debra: Dun records mentions by Ms, Acton. Tp 
e iragraph 7 of Mr. Kinney’s report of 1878 that Captain Hodgson 
snd Lieutenant Herbert id wetually vit northvee "Tebri-Garhwal, and mining 
Peston yeaah Ought to be taken as showing the northern boundary of the territory 
Toeeiees to Lehi, the position as disclosed by the blue line in, Mr. Acton’s tracing 
Dy the sauPPort from map No, 281 of 1902! which appears to have been Pane 
Totoed eee tia at the reqitest of Tehri darhar itself. ‘This map was not 
Flee  cetore the comminion, but it is discussed in paragraph (d) at, page 6 of 
ie a Printed ‘report, It will bneen that, according to. Mp. Acton, the 
Fron he tary inthis map follows the line of Hodgson and Hechet, Tt appears 
OF axe aa map that in'1902 Tehri darbar did not regard themselves as the owners 
any land north: of the Hodgson and Herbert line: 


«. _ (6) The copper plate:—The other document directly bearing on past decisions 
i an eneraved aap plate pet forward by Biskahr, ‘This Poin $i irae 
Shab of Gattaat caghiat (AD. 1667) "besing “the ‘weal of Raju Prithwi Pati 
Bae ~ and the nates of 10 Tolirt witriessia,” It recitow a treaty between 
bound tttes for purposes of mutual detorice, and gots’ on to-say that the northern 
cane lary f ‘Tehri shall in future be ht a point below Harsil 'Dhe plate has been 
bry speed by Tehri ane ond that it might have beet findenat any time, and 
th oe possible though to the Jaymnn’ there semi nothing suspicious 
fae nk that if it be considered that the deeinion should Proceed ‘on the 
bs oft ae Pate han soul Pe Useful ifthe ‘opinion of the proper officar 
Then departen taken’ as toite apparent genuine 
Si - = on ee risk regard to the plate whieN shdhld rseaee: "The 
state is dated 8: 1723, and pu ‘to betir the seal of Raja Prithwi 
tat be peliges ti ¢ Bashahr resentative hithself however pointed out 
ite: (comeceat up to January 1929) Raja Prithwi Pati is 
this potmt aige eats before 8. 1723.” ‘The attitude of the Tehri representative on 
he nt wih Cope Tr he sean ae ET aeaney a ooh 
copper plate if h, gar tS Disk the Rete on the basis of the 
Ye 1 think th larhar shou 
aetna Whethier so far ts their information! goes the ate of death site ‘Path 
Shah = given in the United Provinces manuitl of titles is uséobiee not. i 
Assuming for the moment that the copper plate of 1667. A.D. fixing the ‘Tehri 
genuine, then in view of the fuct that the Hodgson and 


Herbert map of 1 
fact that in 4008 Teli darbar darn ese ea sea ie Sethe 


i ver of cou claimed by 
rsil up to N indisputably Tehri territory. Sitni. 
‘oft Bete oat between ‘Lamba ‘Thata 
2 now bly Tehiri territory. Me Wieser es 
Mronrolts raven Volume I, Chapter T;_pagt 16 in Joha Marayv adios of eal, 
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that the boundaries shown in the copper plate and in Hodgson and Herbert's map. 
must at any rate be departed from in respect of the country from Harsil up to 
Nilang as even if this country never belonged properly to ‘febri, it now clearly 
belongs to that state by virtue of occupation. ‘This raises the question whether 
if the copper plate and Hodgson. and Herbert's map are to be departed from in 
respect of the country up £0 Nilang, there is any reason for adbereing to. thens 
strictly in settling the question of the ownership of the country north of Nilang. 
There seems no reason for such a course, and my opinion on this part of the ease 1s 
tha even if the capper plate is & genuine agreement, and even if Hodgson and 
Herbert in theit map did define ly the boundaries of the territory restored 
to Tehri, those boundaries have since heen modified hy occupation and sufferance 
with the result that so far as the plate and Hodgson and Herbert's map are con- 
Cemed they cannot of themselves he taken as settling the dispute. 


(0) Boidence of administration.—I have dealt. shove with the question of past 
orders, decisions and agreements. The other question for consideration, is the 
Catent to which the two darbars have in fact administered the country in dispute. 
T agree with Mr. Williamson in holding that up to 1802 there wns in fact » con 
current administration by both the darbars not over Nilang and the Jadb Gat 
basin themselves—for there is no evidence of the construction of roads or the like 
at that period—bnt over the Judhs. Both darbars up to 1802 fined the Jadhe 
from fine to time, demanded contributions from them of one kind or another, and 
warned them when they were unruly. ‘Tehri in particular produced lists of dues 
Jevied upon the Jadhs for 1820, 1847, 1800, 1873 and 1903 though from the {aoe 
that according to their own map they did not in 1902 claim anything north of the 
Hodgson and Herbet line it would appear that these dues must have accrued during 
the period of the winter residence of the Jadhs in Harsil. ‘The first regular settle 
Inert was made by Bashahr in 1892, and thereafter revenue was collected (‘itl 
Tnrears) in 1808 and 1904. Thereafter however Bashabr can point to no act of 
wiministration on ite part up to 1928 when it conducted a second regular settle 
ment—by way Mr. Williamson suggests of a gesture against Tehri, but in fact & 

ilar settlement was held in Chint tahsil in 1928. As regards evidences of Tebri 
Tbninistration after 1862, the year of the first, Bashabr regular settlement these 
‘also are scanty. It will be seen from entries 10 and LI inthe general list of Tehri 
documents that from 1886 up to 1910 there are no documents, while the documents 
mentioned in entries 11 to 14, that is to say from 1910 to 1920, do not clearly show 
any act of administration in the disputed area. As the list of revenue 
an} settlement documents produced by Tebri, it will be seen from entry 4 that 
after 1873 when Nilang was assessed at Rs. 105 there is no document until 1908 
(entry 5), and that the subsequent, ‘documents in the list show no convincing act of 
Auininiatration up to 1923 when Nilang and Jadhung were first sottled by Tehri 
‘The above documents apart there is evidence that mn 1908 ‘Tebri were carrying 
nosthward their road from Lamba Thata, but that is the whole of the Tehri evir 
Gence. T agree that from 1920 onwards Tehri did however carry om an 
tration. Tn 1921 a school was opened in Nilang, and in 1923, as stated, a settle 
vent was conducted. As regards civil and criminal jurisdiction over the Jadhs- 
Tehri produced a list of 150 cases between these people filed in the state courts: 
‘As the records had been weeded, it could not be said whether the offence or cast 
Af dation bad occurred in Harsil of in the disputed territory. Tt is however s fact 
that no cases between the Jadhs were ever taken to the Bashahr courts, nob 
could they have been unless the suitor had been prepared 
seventeen or eighteen thousand feet. To sum up as regards the 
tiinistration, there seems to have been a concurrent administration over 
though not as might be in the circumstances a very elaborate 
tration, up to 1892. In 1892 Basbahr carried out their first settlement! 
of Nilang and Jadhung but thereafter took no interest in the tract i 
fog revenue (with arrears) twice at six year intervals. Equally. Tehri darb 
for their part carried on no administration until about 1920. Simce 
have undoubtedly carried on an administration. 


Conclusion. —My conclusion is that by virtue of the copper 


(if genuine) and in view af Hodgson and Herbert’s map and the Tehri state ep of 


Yooe. it does seem that Bashabr may originally have had a good claim to Nit 
tnd Jadhung. 1 also think that the correspondence of 1872 between the Raja @ 
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Bashar, the Superintendent Hill States and Sir Henry Ramsay, the Commissioner 
et pen io migre lage title of Bashahr over Nilang and Jadhung was at 
hat time ed. There ish no doubt that since 1892 Bashahr have 
really taken no intrest in Nilang and Jadbung which seine ical: 
n administered by Tehri, and I agree with Mr. Williamson that the interests of 
the Jadhs are now entirely bound up with Tehri in trade as Se eentag aint 
he circumstances T ean see no sufficient ground for assigning ges 
Beall and I consider that they should be cine to Tebri, “would usta a 
to Tehri the basin ofthe Jad Ganga and its tributaries above Nilag—this i really 
’s land but the only persons frequenting it are the trade n 
cf nathan THe Cate Getaiig Mian Gath net ree 
Tt may be useful to state what, on the fi 
y be F result of my finding, will now be the 
Bashar avd Tats bomodarien. /Tha,Bastahe aqatherh bonndtey and the Take 
month, boundary will be the Emerson-Barker line as marked on atlas 
of 1859 and on the map Simla district: with adjoi “Th 
will end at a point on the right bank of the Jadh Ga 
From that point i will ran north and west along the 
sho 5 
shown in alas sheet 47 of 1850, and the map Simla district and adjoining native 
tates, \ e country under disc 0 say Nilang 
Village on the left bank of the Jadh Ganga, and the Dain of the Jodh Gian a 
ae tariss above Nilang, will, as it cannot be said to belong to Bashahr, be 
[to Tehri. Actually of course the whole of the Jah. Ganga bass is shown 
fe eae ees of 1030 and 1982 ax Tibetan teritory, but it will 
ie Tibetans should be kept back behind the Jel 
puss and the eastern water-shed of the Jadh Gaga ae 


(Sd.)_ E. A, R. EUSTACE, 


9th March 1935. ‘ 
935, Superintendent, Hill States, Sina, 


Notx.—The Superintendent, Hill § eet Ni 
ney + Hill States, notes that atlassbeet No. 47 of 1889, wubrmitted with this report, 


‘and he 
“hing, opens of isthe aod he rome tat ity be retard hs when nl ure hav ben pase 


las sheet with the Su 
pepe tin ip A th Sarr of ia the cu ube trop a 


Final list i 
tees Cobeprtataad by Tehri Darbar at Simla on he 28th Februay 


This ts 
which has ae bette oT Uttar Kashi in the autumn of 1984 
1. 8, 1841 (1785 AD), 


GEE ont oe coe Entry from state accounts ledger about realization 


contract of Nelang for the year 1 

Le year 1839-40, 
ase ‘had er pene from Mr, Beokett, A. C., to His Highness. 
Tt Ndaig ant eons Cs fecnle when Messrs. Mackdonald and Hood 
‘ginay Seal ee ee punish the Nelang people if they 


le. 

3. S. 1896 (1840 A.D.). i 

ics Tia sarees pee or ea showing a balance of 
4. S. 1898 (1842 A.D.) Ord . : 

frontier) Ao98 (1842 A.D.) Order from Tehri darbar to the Jade of Nelang ghats 

fa been doing from hae people of Upper ‘Taknore in their trade as they 


5. S. 1917 (1861 A.D.). A letter 

acetates -D.). t to the certain headmen of Taki 

Siting Bo syne in ae 
ehiidir tants of lower Taknore. 

Me. Witsoe pe tee (copy apparently a true one) from H. H. to 

fmt pete ae ae jads for four years and to realise and 
7. 8. 1925 (1869 

ais ( at ; Orter (copy apparently a true one) to the Panch Jads 

ae = —- . Wilson was appointed as Kardar for four yea: 
een ca Susan a y 
ss 76 A.D.). Entry from state b i 

Wo 2 on noun ofp duty fom Rai ad eae Ti ee 
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(1882 A.D.). Entry from state accounts showing Re. 1 as stamp 
duty from Gablya Jad of Nelang Taknore. 

10. S. 1942 (1886 A.D.). Entry from state accounts showing Rs. 11-4 as 
“ rasum ” (court fee in divorce case) from Sukhnand Jad of Nelang 

11. S. 1966 (1910 A.D.). Report of patwari of Halga Taknore against Jads 
of Nelang for failure to supply horses, 

12, $_ 1970 (1914 A.D.), Report of Forest Guard, Harsil Beat, Taknore 

ainst Barman Singh of Nelang for having killed two “ burars”.’ Accused 
fined Rs, 11. 
1974 (1918 A-D.). Application of Jads of Nelang and Jadung praying 
appointment of Malguzars Ishwari, Mauliya and Angdu. 

14. 8. 1976 (1920 A.D.). Report of Panch Jads of Nelang praying for appoint- 
ment of new malguzars. Panchram and Kutkapa appointed as malguzars. 

15, 8. 1977 (1921 A.D.) Report of the school master at Nelang requesting 
for enforcement of regular attendance of Jad boys in the school. 

Bonds were taken from the guardian to send their boys regularly. 

16, 8, 1885 (1929 A.D.). Report of the Panchayat of Jads of Nelang Taknore 
about the visit of the wazir of Bashahr to Nelang and having conducted the survey 
of that place with the copy of a letter of Tehri Darbar to the Political Agent. 

S. 1968 (1902 A.D.). Report of tahsildar to the Chief Court forwarding 
application of Panch Jads of Nelang and Jadung praying for appointment of two 
mulguzars. The whole misal is produced. 


Revenue and settlement records produced by Tehri-Garhwal representative. 

1. A auttlemeat record (rogister) of the settlement of the whole state of Sambat 
1886 (A.D, 1829). Containa on page 19 the acsessment of Nilang village at 
Rs, 23, Tho oolumn of total asiessmont only is filled in and not the other 
column. The other columns show against each village the number of housos, 
buffaloes, young buffaloes, cows, bullocks, shoop, goats, water mills, barren area, 

ed area, non-irrigated area, total areas, re are other villages besides 
Nilang in which only the assessment column has been filled in 

A settlement record of the whole state of Sambat 1904 (A.D. 1847) showing 

at of “ Nilang of the Jada" together with other villages in Patti Thaknor. 
‘The Nilang assessment is shown at Rs. 51 and this is the same register in which 
the total assesment column has been filled in. 

A settlement record of the whole state for Sambat 1918 (1880 A.D.) showing 
assessment at Rs. 51 to be recovered from Nilang through the headmen of Mukhba, 
Dharali, Suki and Jhala, 

4. A settlement record of the whole state of Sambat 1930 (1873 A.D.) giving 
the assessment of Nilang at Re. 105, 

5, A settlement Khatauni of two pattis (Thaknor and another) of Sambat 
1960 (1903 A.D.) giving the assessment of Nilang at Rs. 24. 

6. A settlement rocord of Sambat 1980 (1923 A.D.) of Phatti Thaknor showing 
assessment of Nilang at Rs. 27-8 and of Judhung at Rs, 11. 

7. Order of Tehri Chief Court dated Sambat 1968 (1911 A.D.) appointing ® 
headmnan of Nilang and Jadung. 

8. Village papers of Nilang and Jadung of Sambat 1980 (1923 A.D.), and 
current village map of Nilang and Jadung. ‘The papers of 1923 are also still eur 
rent, The Tehri representative has no further revenue or settlement papers t0 
produce. He states that the last settlement was in 1923 and this is still current. 


Judicial records produced by Tehri Stote. 


150 records of criminal cases of village Nilang. 
27 records of criminal casct of village Jadhang. 
43 records of civil cases of village Nilang, 

10 records of civil cases of village Jadbang. 
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‘These records cover the period 8. 1931 to §. 1982 (1874—1925 A.D.). 
Among these 57 criminal cases dating from 1843 A.D. to 1924 A.D. put 
forward as relating to disputes in Nilang itself, 


x = Civil and revenue cases from 1917 A.D. to 1921 A.D. relating to disputes 


Fourteen eriminal cases 1879 A.D. to 1994 A.D. as relating to disputes in 
Jadhang. * 


‘Two civil cases of 1880 and 1921 A.D, as relating to disputes in Jadhang, 
All in the Tehri courts or in the panchayat of Jadhs. 


Oral evidence preduecd Ly Tehri. 
1. Dalip Singh, Panch of the Jadhs, age 47 years, 


‘The Tehri darbar manages the forests up to Nilan, 3 
a forests up to Nilang in the Jadh Ganga valley, 
ches are no trees above Nilang. The Jadhs of Nilang and Jadhung pay revenue 
‘o the Tehri darbar. We have never paid revenue to Bashahr nor have Bashahr 
ever claimed it. Jurisdiction over the Jadhs is of Tebri darbar. 
‘come from Bashabr. I have been punch for 19 years. 
at Nilang. 63 r 


Tehri made a census of the Jadbs in 1976S. Tehri appoints the 
conten in 1076 S. malguzar w 
llects revenue, All our cases are decided by the Tehri darbar, Nowe hae one 
gene fo Bashahr for settlement: or been settled by Bashahr. ‘The road 
the Judie fePaired by. orders of the ‘Tehri darbar—the small repairs through 
have subs and the big repairs by the darbar's agency. Neither Bashahr nor Tibot 
© ever repaired a ‘There is a school in Nilang maintained by the darbar. 
bona ultivation and Jadbang as it is now is ax it nlways has been, It has never 
sen inerwased, ‘There is no room for increase, We hav entered 
subvaty Cgagement to pay revenue to Bashahr nor have wo paid. No demand for 
Settomeat HeTpany Purpowe bias been made by us. In say time there has been no 
this wont by Bashahr. No olficer from Bashar has evar come to Nilang. Before 
pauity | have never seen a Bashar officer, We Jadhs have nover complained 


to Tibet that the Tol Jove 7 
boundary make’ Tekt Government has made a survey of our land or erected 


No orders ever 
Twas formerly schoolmaster 


Tn my tims wa have never prsonted an; 

I 7 eonted any nazar to Bashahr. We call oursalves 
Gast wali not Bashahris or Bhotias, We speak a Garhwali language atnong our. 
The prineingl ot know the Bashabri language. Nor downy Jadhs as far as T know. 
road ro acct tt, Bashahe is from Uttar Kashi through Rowain, ‘There is 
Dever trade ai ver the Nola puss to Bashahr, It is open in Axarh only. We 
make part ith Bashahe. When we go to Rampur in Bashahe for the mela to 
dution Tynes Ne have to pay customs duties. All persons have to pay these 
ever been te ache Toad through the Chor Gad to Bashahr. Nowe af us hinve 

re gras in the Cha ut Way. not has anyone ever come from Bashahr that. way. 

ines yaa aoe ee hs Jadhung Gad, and everywhere between Suki 
khayo farnil n in Nil 

For the reat in the valley of Tehri down to Suki eon hess coe our ia Nilang. 


20h Tie: (Sd.) R. H. WILLIAMSON. 


Sd. by Bashahr representative, 


I = a 
a Stee & resident of Almora district, Tam a resident of Garhwal. So was. 


Ever since T can remember the villages of i 

v i i Mukhba, Dharal i 
to Suki paeses gommon. In my time the ma of Nil ie got 
Sham die revenue is collected by the malguzar who 
to the Tehri darbar. ‘There is no road at all 
Sa and Bashabr men come to the mela 
am Magh. So do people from all direc- 
not a foreigner married into Nilang, I an 
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T pay 6} annas revenue for my land in Nilang and 4} annas for my land in 
Bagori (Harsil) and 8} nas for my land in Dunda, 


If I do anything against the darbar I shall be punished. I am uot precluded 
from giving true evidence. The present malguzar is Sher Singh. There have 
een many others since Sham Chand. 


Formerly there were wo papers of individual assessment. I know nothing 

personally of an; that of 1872 8. (1915 A.D.)._ I do not know 
: , school then. I have seen forest work done 

in the C by a thekedar Pt, Ghana Nand of the Tehri darbar. ‘There 

has only been one census in. my time conducted by the Tehri darbar I remember 

the following cases between Jadhs which actually arose during our stay in Nilang :— 

Accriminal case, in Jadhung, 7 o . 
This was decided by the Panchayat 
of which I am a member. 


Singh vs. G 


2, Molyn ve. Ram Singh A revenue case about a khul—7 or 8 years 
Re, exd, ago. 

My present assessment is on a settlement of 1892 S. conducted by Pt. Ram 
Prasad. 

A consus was last made 3 or 4 years ago. I do not give evidence from fear 
of the darbar. I give the real truth on my oath. 

By P. A. Teli. 

Inmy time I never saw any abadi on the right bank of the Jadh Ganga, I 
have never heard of it. There were formerly a few families living at the foot of the 
hill east of the cultivated area, About 22-23 years ago there was a land slip. 
There houses were overwhelmed. ‘The families came and lived in the main village 
where they had also houses, ‘There was never any cultivation on the right bank. 
‘There was never any stream running into the Jadh Ganga from the south except 
the Dei Gad. 


There was always a panchayat of the Jadhs. Since 1074 S. they have kept 
records. The Tehri darbar appoints the punches. I have been @ punch since 
1972 8. 


(Sd.) R. H. WILLIAMSON. 


26th October 1934. 
2 Pt. Vidya Datt, malguzar of Mukhba, age 55. 


Iam one of the priests conducting worship at Gangotri. We have several 
Teareales st pael Haws ida eleon oars, ner ae ceed declared 
wo malguzars of Mukhba were malguzars for Nilang and Jadhang. I produce 

ceipts given by the thanedar of Thaknor paryana for the land revenue 
realised by the malguzar of Mukhba from Nilang and Jadhang. My great grand 
father was thanedar of the pargana. (Exhs. a of 1914S,, bof 1920S,,¢ of 1920 S.) 
Also a written judgment in a Jadhang case, We Mukhba people also trade with 
Tibet through the Jelukhaga pass. The road is kept up by the darbar. It 
has never been made by Bashahr or Tibet, Th bridges at Gartaga and Karla. 
wore made by the darbar. Tho forests of Gartaga and Nilang have boon out by 
the Tehri darbar in my time, ‘The Mukhba herds graze in all the side valleys of the: 
Jadh Ganga up to the Jelukhaga. No one has éver stopped us. For as long as & 
remember the Tehri darbar has administored up the Jelukhaga. 


‘The Jadhs deal with smaller cases through their own panchayat. Important 
cases are tried at Uttar Kashi by the deputy collector there. 

‘There is a school at Nilang for the Jadhs maintained by the darbar. 

The Jadhs are Hindus and Rajputs, ‘They inter-marry among themsclve 
Bashahris coming on pilgrimage or trade come through Rawain and Uttar K. 
‘There is another way through the Nela Pass which is only open for one or t 
months. It comes to Harsil. ‘There is no other road to Bashahr. There is B 
road through the Chor Gad. I have never known of « Bashebr official coming ta 
Nilang or Jadhang. Nor ever heard of any such officer coming before my tim 
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Relate among themselves a form of Garhwali.. They-have no relations 


XD. by Bashahr representatives. 

Tam also prohit of people of Bashahr but T do not go to Bashahr, I know 
nothing of any road from the Jadh Ganga to Bashahr. 
By P. A., Tehri. 


hte eae known of.any abadi of Nilang on-the right bank of the Jadh 


26th October 1934. (Sd) R. H. WILLIAMSON. 
3. Sher Singh, lumberdar (Malguzar) of Nilang, age 34. 

T have been salguzar for the last six years for Nilang ‘ind Jadhanig. T'pay 
the reveniie into the Tehri darbar. The Tehri darbar cut the forests fram Hara! 
i Nilang. No Bashahr officer ever comes to Nilang nor do we receive any orders 

rom Bashakr. “We never pay any revenue to Bashabr or Tibet.’ I was appointed 

tualgurar by the Tehri darbar. So was my predecessor.” Our cases are: heard by 
panchayat appointed by Tehri. Appeals are heard in the Tehri courts. The 

Toads are mantabed by the davtur ast large works are done by them direct. 

Bashahr have ‘never conducted’ settlement in ‘Nilang. 

‘The present abadi of Niling has always stood where it i now. 

__We have never paid revenue to Bashahr or any fine or aid or nazar. We have 
never made any complaint to Tibet about Tehri having ‘fixed boundary marks, 
We never marry outside Garbwal. 

by Bashahr representative. 

Thave never heard ofany of the names you have just read out (list of Jad 
who paid nazar to Tika Sahib in R bis son 
Jadh in 1896 A.D. who is yore ae, mation Hino Tt a 


26h October 1934. (8d.) R. H. WILLIAMSON. 
4. Bali Ram, malguzar and sarpanch of Dharali, age's8, | 
I go to Tibet for trade through Nilang and the Jel ‘The road i 
up through the villages of Dhara and other high villages of valley and noe 


the Jadhe. ‘The Tehri darbar d jor repairs, J 
Mmalguzars of the Jadbs, Ta oe eee Sakae 


I produce a receipt of land revenue granted bj : 
granted by the thanadar of ‘Thaknor to 
my great grand father Azmat in 18... 8 t ssi 
Tevenue of Jadh Rs, 23, Exh. d. (bata sere ge Se hes 
Also a receipt dated 18.....8. (last two figures missing) for Rs. 23 from * Nilan, 
Jadh * given by thanadar Thakuor to Armat. Exh, = benny seal). . 


Also a letter to the two headmen of Nilang directi 
1892 8. Not signed but sealed. Exh, f, i PE EASRT Beare 


headin Nace ny Ny he Tads recognising my ganiftber an thei 


g i 

sollte dasha nde suthoring iy ncestors to callct revenue of Ning dated 

XX. by Basbahr representative, 
Na. 


26th October 1934. (Sd.) R. H. WILLIAMSON. 
5. Hira, son of Moti Jadh, former lumberdar Nilang, age 58. 
Talways paid the revenue of Nilang and Jadhang to the Tehri darbar. 
I never paid any revenue to Bushahr. 
By P. A., Tehri. 
Within my memory the houses of eee Rear stood where they are 


now. | There 
ow. There were never any houses on the adh Gangs. Oaly 
, 
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goat enclosures. ‘There were 10—12 families living in the place where the lanidslip 
ocourred. They left that place and came to the main village. There was never 
any steam at the place where the landslide occurred. 

XX. Nil. 


26th October 1934. (84.) R. H. WILLIAMSON. 


List of documents produced by Bashakr representative 


1. Sambat 1913 (1857 A.D.). Original in ‘Tibetan, and translation of an 
iqrarnama given by the Zang and Choungsa people to the “ Ala hokim ” (not 
Otherwise’ specified), ‘In the Tibetan language, | Purporting to be given by the 
Mukhia and two others of Choungsa and by the Mukhia and of Zang (Jadung). 
Bearing one seal. Acknowledges that they have been fined for non-payment of 
revenue and undertaking in future to pay revenue at Puari (in Bashahr). In the 
body of the document the writers are described as Zang Chang wale. 

2 Sambat 1914 (1858 A.D.). Original in Tibetan and translation of an 
igrarnama given by the people of Choungas and Zangpa, further described as Zang 
Cheung wale, Addressed to the “ Ala Munsif of the time being". Engages to 
pay revenue (salt) to the Puari wazir. 

3. Sambat 1027 (1871 A.D.). A document in Bashahri tankra script (a form 
of Hindi), bearing « Bashahr seal—and translation. Purporting to be a letter 
from Maharaja Shamsher Singh of Bashahr to the “ Choungsa, that is, Nilang ” 
people. Calling on them to give aid (kharcha) according to past practice in the 
repair of the Durbar Kila of Kamru (in Bashahr). 


4. Sambat 1930 to 1949 (1874 to 1893 A.D.). Extracts purporting to be 
from a register in the Kamru archives stating the recovery of revenue (in salt, 
cloth and lend) from the Choungsa people. "Four entries dated Sambat 1990, 1933, 
1944 ond 1949, Differing recoveries for each of these years, Extracts certified 
by Shiv Lal and Lobha Ram muharrirs. 

5. Sambat 1925 to 1931 (1869 to 1875 A.D.). Extract copies from a list 
of fines and revenue purporting to have been levied on the people of Choungss 
and paid to Lumba Choring (said to bea servant of Bashahr darbar). Four entries 
dated 1925, 1927, 1928, 1931— 

(a) Sambat 1925. Choungsa people fined Rs. 60 for “ mar lut ” of the 
people of Topai (in Bashalt). 

(0) Sambat 1927. Levy of Rs. 25 for repair of Kila in Kamen. 

(c) Sambat 1928. Levy of Re. 72 from all the Jadha on secount of a land 
dispute in the [presence of certain Tibetan officials. 

(@ Sambat 1931. Levy of two goats by the above Lumba Chering—it is 
not stated from whom—for a breach of the peace. 

Sambat 1931. Levy of Rs. 256 in connection with a certain land disput. 
Not stated ftom whom bot was paid to Lumbe Chering. 

Above extracts certified by Shiv Lal Muharrir and Lobha Ram patwari. 

6, Sambat 1931 (1875 A.D.). Letter in original in ordinary Pabari Hindi 
veript from Fateh Ram and Sarjit, wazirs (apparently of Bashahr), addressed 
to the people of Choungsa and Zang. States that certain revenue (khrad) accounts, 
and accounts of fine, had not been settled and directing payment, Signed and 
sealed by Fateh Ram and Sarjit in Hindi and Tankea respectively. 

7. 1oth August 1872. A parwana in Urdu bearing this date and the seal of 
the Superintendent, Hill States—signature not legible—addressed to the wazir 
of Bashahr. States that he (the Superintendent) has received a complaint from 
the wazir that the Jadhs have paid revenue to a Tibetan official, that according 
to the standing agreement the Tibetan official had paid back the revenue to Bashabr, 
that the Jadhs had been fined Rs. 50 and that in Sambat 1927 the Jadhs have filed 
‘fn iqrarnama a copy of which is enclosed. Acknowledges re tees Reet 
and says that he (the Superintendent) has filed the papers. Adds that “ i 

ib * (2 Sir Henry Ramsay, Commissioner of Kumaon) has been informed. 

8. 1871 A.D. Copy in tankra script of a report (original not produced) 
from Sarjit wazir dated 25th February 1871 to somebody not named, States 


that each year the people of Nilang pay revenue into Kamrn, that the Nilang people 
are our subjects and have always paid revenue in this way, but that now Mr, Wilson 
(an agent of Tehri State) has instigated them not to pay revenue. Asks that 
Mr. Wilson may be addressed to the effect that he should not interfere 
to 9. 1871 AD. A reply to the above document from the Superintendent, Hill 
‘States, an Urdu parwana stamped with the seal of the Superintendent, Hill States, 
Seme mark as on document 7 above, apparently initials which are not legible. 
states that the Report No. 8 above has been read. Instructs that the revenue 
should be recovered by the sale of the defaulters property, and that a further report 
should be submitted if Mr. Wilson still interferes. 


10. An Urdu document entitled “ tarjuma iqrarnama nawishta zamindaran 
Choungsa”. Also headed " the Nilang wale zamindars shall pay revenue year 
by year". Marked as attested by the hakim Chini (in Bashahr). Text as follows 
in the presence of the wazir Tikam Das and the Tasparanzong (magistrate) the 
zamindars of Zang and Choungsa have written an agreement to the eflect that the 
revenue which they have been Paving so far shal also be paid in future every year 
ae Lis there shall’ be no default, Witnesses to this Rupan Galdan, waxir Chini— 
= itgod Ganga Da on bebalf of ilaqa Chini ". Added beneath in continuation 
in same writing—“ written at (?) Tanglikhdi. This igrarnama was written 60 
ar ago in the month of Maghsir (November)”. This document is not dated, 
__ 11. A document in the Tibetan languay 
given. Translation offered as follows en Be nea ae 
Letter from the Saprong magistrate to Raja Padam Singh (the present Raja, 
oe States that the year before last the Raja ‘rte ies aoe ad 
Beene end pillars in the Choungsa land. That he has sent a deputation to 
Bighor’ in Tehn-Garhwal State to protest to the Tehri-Garhwal authorties and to 
SE Geant withdraw. That the representative of Tehri-Garhwal would take 
Chat ca aetiat he has received a lettor from the Raja of Tebiri-Garhiwal asking 
eeeay aera of ise alspats bs defegred tillthe meal at Puling. That nothing 
: a his y i 

Recetas done by next year a report will have to 


12. Report by the Saprong magistrate i 
8 y wistrate to Lhasa—copy submitted to Bashahr 
piste, Dated the sth month. Year not given. Relates that the Choungsa people 
Pillars ublaned to him that in 1076 the conservator of forests Tehri has put up 
Concent ane Moog (! Jelu Khygn pass) and in the following year he, the 
st the nog tnotn th fn aay te dee 
43. An order in Tankra scri i i i i 
wz ipt purporting to be signed by Raja Shamsher Singh 
pais pees 8. 1917 (800 AD.) Addressed to the ‘ptiier of Kasra 
ToL ms oe money to Lumba Chering who was going to Choungsa. 
. An order in Pahari Hindi script from one Bishta Murari th 
Meg ae! cdinesting Oa feaberser of Sanglah village aa Bash to aod 
‘amet e goat recovered y 
month of Bhadon but no year given. eae Se ee aay 
15. Sambat 1952 of a parwana f i ini i 
a 3 a rom the tahsildar of Chini in Bashahr 
tei iptra srr me oe made hone re 
‘The parwana is addressed to oné Rati Tam Pandan ss ait *2 Chin tahsi. 
Bashahr papers 


r—1. Copper plate inscription dated Siri Na; the 
cription d » the 28th of 

the seal of Raja Paitin Pata Shab of Gathwal a stisiatet of 
e cession to him by Raja Udey Singh of Bashalir 
sn mee r t the territory up to ae fartang Nala 
on both sides of Judh Ganga ind fangotri Pak te 
‘The inseiption aleo recites a treaty of eee oe Pa a hoe 
2 An undertaking by the Mukbia signatori sbharari 
me oo: feers) to ee of eee Saar ne pi far inated : 
¥ Rs. 60 dated S. 1000 (original in tankai) unsigned, Sent 


Produced at Simla on the 28th February 1935. 
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2, Letter from Supérifitendent of Hill States to Raja of Bashahr, dated 30th 
April 1872 A.D. “mentioning the receipt of a letter from Ramji Sahib of Kumaon 
aud stating amongst others that Nilang and Jadong people admit theie liability 
to pay to Bashahr Rs. 24 or salt or rice worth it and woollen cloth per head pe (0) Karakei (0) Conta’ 
Bape Retake erate ie ht oe oe (6) Bik 6 seers. (c) Cash Ra. 

4, A letter from Raja Sahib, Bushahr. dated 12th June 1872 A.D.,. to Superin- n—1910 (a) Salt 4 chharari a) 9 mea of Nilang 4nd Re 
tendent, Hill States, in reply to’ the above stating that Nilang is within Bashahr is Mee anar heey anes eee et 
and pays a land revenue of 24 chharari salt and 100 baths of patti every year. (o) Sik6 Ikhadu for fight over a woman 

5, Sale of trees from Nilang forest. ‘Three entries in the register— of Jadang, 

(9) 175 kelu that is deodar trees for Rs. 421-5-3 in 1861 A.D. to Duli 
Shah. 


(i) 149 deodar trees for Rs. 460-15-0 in 1862 A.D. to Dulu SI Sik 6 seors 
1915—1918 Salt 40 chharati (a) Reb. 


6, Census of Nilang 1921—55 houses, 40 females and 35 males. 1919-1 Salt 40 chbarari (a) 2 zamindars of Jadang fined 
Res. 11 and 2 goats worth Rs. 5 


7, Grant of Rs. 30 as taccavi to Jit Singh, son of Sipeln of Nilang on the 25th 4 
Phayan 8. 1985 (1928 A.D.) for bringing a kuhl to water the newly broken up lands aha ot listng Soaps Oree ESDEY, 
Chargad valley. " otflds 
If, Settlement records. —1. of 1892,A.D. (a) settlement map of Nilang. The ea SEE gine 
copy of this map as supplied tofSuperintendent, Hill States, was wrongly filled in. womas. .* 
I show the original to the Commissioners. ‘The reference entries in the copy seem to cian ieee 5 
have been made by the copyist from imagination :— ee aspera 
(a) Settlement map of Jadung. eh 
(®) Khewat and Khatauni of the two. 
(c) Khasta Paimaish of the two. i) Kania ie 
(@) Samabandi of Jadung and Nilang 8 (@) SR oes 
a) S 3 (e) Salt 1 chharari (0) Fine Ra 10, Again Re, 15, 
— : (0) Karakti 150 haths (8) 6 kids worth Re 9. 
(9) (0) Sik 2 seers, {4.3 goats worth Rs. 9, 1 ram 


) Ra. 3, khada worth Rs, 8 
0 : St 1928, (o) Salt 1 cbharari 7 tamath, 
(i) 3: . (8) Karak 150 baths. 
() Kistbandi 5s & site 
St 1929 (a) Salt 1 chara 7 tatnath 
Sambat 1986— -, 4 
(a) Masavi of Nilang, 3 StEueahs 
() Masavi of Jadung ane Pass 
CRS Yook eet St. 24th Karatak 1941 (a) Register of karadh Fine Rs, 254 realized from 


(@) Rhatuni for both. Maley aed oicang a 
through Jup Chharing vata. 


Karadh (land revenue), Fine, 
{a) Salt 4 chharari (@) Ram 


1914 (0) Salt 80 chharari (a) Four goats 
(0) Karakti 4 


(iii) 9 deodar trees for Rs. 34-12-0 in 1863 A.D. to Dulu Shab. 


(6) Fard Rang Sazi for both. Pa 
(f) Jantri parta and register bachh for both. n gig deve hte 
(9) Khewat and Shajra Nasab, Misal Haqiyat, ete, for Ghori Kama. Y erapcmetls 

IIL. Entries of realization of land revenue from Choungsa snd fines from 8 pa ek 


‘Chungsa. t:Re SSO? tea Sal 
, (e) Re from Ja 
Year. Karadh (land revenue). Fine. people alone through Labh 3, 


1, St. 18731883. (a) Salt 10 chharari -. Ras ‘Throogh Labh Jit from Nilang 


(6) Karaleti 10. 2 goats. and Jadhang people 
(c) Sik 15 seers (6) 3 sheep worth Ra. $ from 
2. Se 1884 to 1893... (a) Salt 10 chharasi oe (a) Rat a Sa ae 
: as w 5, 
(¢) Karat 10. () One goat worth Re. 3. Re 6 from Aru Garhwal, 
ee (9 Saku Ctiharing for selling 
3. St. 1804—1902 (o) Salt 10 chbarari + (0) On ccount of fight betes Tanto Ara Re 2, 
two zamindars, Ra. 18 and 
(0) Karakti 0. > (@ from Khagwa Tangwa for 
(6) Sik 15 avers. a bringing deceased goats Re. 5, 





Goal Bahi Year. 
18. St, 1943—conld. 


Karadh (land revenue) 

(6) Giachho Rs. 4 

(f) from Zampa Charring Rs 

(@) Rs. 7 from Nilang. peopl 

1) unaction with the, ator? 
tion of Mst. Chbot, 

(8) Tangji of Nilang fined Rs. 12 
for quarrelling with Sanama 
Tulabu and Nanmar Datasi, 

(8) Tongji again fined. for quar- 
relling with these people. 
Rs 30, 

() Nethu Nanmen Datasi for 

sin (h) and (i) above 


(8) Phant Rs. 8, 

() from Gialtud of Chhongsa on 
account of bond 5 goats 
worth Rs, 25, 7 khadus worth 
Rs. 48.0, rice 4 chharart 
worth Rs, 8, 6 phadi worth 
Re, 8. 

(0) Salt 1 chbarari 7 tamath 

(6) Karakti 130 hath. 

(¢) Salt in liew of pike 1 cbbarari 
7 tamath, 

(a) Rs. 4 in tion of walt and sik 

(0) Karakti 140 hath 

Entry of deposit of Rs. 36 (men~ 

15) in Reginter 


‘Har Rs. 110-3-9. 
Res. 104 realized as land revenue 
from Chhongss, 
(Sd.) KEHAR SINGH 


1. Settlement map of Nilang of Settlement 1802, As regards this map the 
Bashahr representative explains as follows :— 
(a) the blue area running from east. to west is not the Jadh Ganga, it repre- 
sents banjar land; 
(b) the Jadh Ganga is not shown on this map. It runs from east to west some 
2 distance above the cultivation, shown. on the map to the north of the 
abadi; 
(c) that Dei gad or glacier stream is not shown on this map. The fact that 
ee no cultivation is shown to the west of the Dei = due to there 
having been no cultivation at the time of settlement ; 
(a) it is a practice in Bashahr State maps to show abadis in yellow and water 
in blue. 
2 Settlement map of Jadurig prepared in 1802. The Bashahr representative 
explains as follows -— 


“this map represents both the abadi and the cultivated land. The figures 
7° in both maps reprosent Karams, measure of length equivalent to 
44 feet.” 
‘The above pair of maps are signed on the second sheet, that is to say the Jadung 
sheet, by Shiv Lal, Naib-Tabsidar, Kamla Nand gindawar and Dilsuk patwar. 


36 
3. A jamabandi of Jadung and Nilang dated Sambat 1980-81 (A.D. 1 
which is stated to be the last year of the 1892 Settlement. 


‘The Bashahr representative states that he has no more pupers to produce and 
that the settlement papers of 1926 Settlement have not been sent him. 


Oral evidence produced by Bashakr, 
1. Dhani Ram, Kanungo of Bashahr State. 


When the Acton Commission came to Nilang 1 travelled from Boshahr to 
Nilang by the Chor Gad. There was with me a lambardar of village Rakehan, 

hjit ; also Dwarka Das zamindar of Kamrup. Also coolies. We were seven 
men in all, Weeame through Chitkul and Nithal in Bashahe, 1 came through at 
the end of Asarh. I do not know how long that road is open. 1 came becanse 
it was the nearest wa; 


(Sd) R. HL WILLIAMSON. 
26th October 1934. 


Maid Daulat Ram, representative of Bashahr State 

I enter in ev the map of Bashahr State herewith (photo 2i 
Roorkee, 1915, No. 640-1100). It was made at the time when Mr. erson Was 
Manager of the Bashahr State. It proves that, Nilang belongs to Bashahr and that 


there is a road from Nithal to Nilang, Since it is on a small scale it does not give 
the other area now claimed by Bashahr. 


Lalso put in the map of the Tibetan border and trade routes which accompanies 
the report on the external land trade of the Punjab for 1912-12, It shows that 
Nilang is within the Bashohr limits. ‘The Jadh Ganga is not evident in this. 


Talso hand in.a written statement. 
T request on behalf of the Bashahr Darbar that till this dispute is settled neither 
Party de allowed to exercise juriadietion or collect revenue in the disputed area. I 
wand in this written request. "I put in a representation to the effect that owing to 
the short time given the Bashahr Darbar has not been able to. produce a quantity 
of documentary evidence and a large number of witnesses to give oral evidence, 


(Sd) R. H. WILLIAMSON, 


Oral evidence of Bashahr, produced on 28th February 1935. 
Statement of— 


Dwarka Das, son of Ratan Das, village Kamru, Bashahr State. 
Nand Ram, son of Barknt Ram, village Raksham, Bashahr State, 
Sant Ram, son of Sarija, village Kamru, Bashabr State: 


We and others of our villages and the whole pargana take our flocks to the 
Chor Gad every year, 


XX. The Nilang Jads also geaze in the Chor Gad. 


(Sa) R. 1. WILLIAMSON, 
28th February 1935. 


io Boundary dispute between Bashahr and Tehri States. 
Written statements of the Tehri Darbar representative. 


‘The claim of the Tehri Darbar for territorial sovereignty over the area to which 
the State has now laid a claim is based on continuous and uninterrupted 
Se hovers exercised by the Tehri Darbar over the area, with the support of 


aby . y 
{he Batish authontie, forming part ofthe Taknore pargana in the Tehn State, 





oT 


According to the copper plate produced by the Bashahr State i 

mn, it is obvious that the places mentioned as Gartang Gad, Nelang and Jelu- 
within their boundaries, were in the sovereignty of 

the Tehri State till the as made over to 
Bashahr State on certain conditions which have now become impossible of fulfl- 
ment, While the genuineness of this document is questioned, a reference to it here 


isn s showing a mission on the part of Bashabr that Nelang was 


known as such as far back and the village could not have been differently named 
afterwards. The Bashahr Darbar would claim the area under dispute as forming 
part of the Tukpa pargana in the Kanawar Illaga adjoining the Taknore pargana 


how from published records of Government, more 
particularly the Gazetteer of Simla Hill States, and from the report of the Emerson- 
Cotnmission that th ganas ever claimed by the 
Bashahr Darbar before any British where a dispute arose, never ex- 
tended beyond the high mountain ridge which separates the Baspa watershed from 
the Jadganga watershed. It is obvious that this boundary has at no place been 
disturbed by a valley of river or a smaller ridge be 7 
this connection reference to the Gazetteer of the Simla Hill States and the Emerson 
Barker Commission is invited. ‘The description is so clear and vivid as to give no 
room for doubt, despite the fact that the boundary is stated to end at Nelang pass, 
which has not been shown in the map. 
4. This apparent difficulty in the description of inter-State boundas 
fuctorily be explained if Pandit Hari Kishan's description of the boundat 
was accepted in folo by the Emerson-Barker Commission, is followed and the point 
of tri-junction of the Bashar, Tibet and Tehri State is fixed according to that des. 
cription. }hno place is marked on the map as Nelang pass yet the description of 
that pass is so clear as to leaveno doubt as to its location at the point of tri-junction 
mentioned in Pt. Hari Kishan's description. By Nelang pass, described as situated 
ata height of 13,000’ , Nelang village (height 11,310') without any pass in. its viei- 
‘ould not possibly have been meant, Nor could it be possibly identified with 
Jolukhaga (Sangehokla) with its height of 17,490. From Mr. Kenny's rt, 
page XIV, line 14, it is obvious that there are two passes at the head of the Nelang, 
valley, and the eastern pass is nowhere named or marked on the map but its identity 
on the map both in the Barker-Emerson report situated at a distance of about 35 
miles and height 13,000, cannot be mistaken with the point of tri-junction mentioned 
in Pt, Hari Kishan’s description. Of the two passes at the head of the Nelang 
valley, if the eastern pass is the Jelukhaga pass, the western pass not so far 
;pocifically named, can in ordinary language be called as Nelang pass. In any 
ww there has been no question about the high ridge forming part of the bound 
ary between the two States, and as the claim of the Bashahr State never before 
extended beyond the high ridge separating the Baspa watershed from the Jadganga 
watershed, it is for the Bushahr State to show the reasons for this extended elaim, 
5. In order to properly appreciate the reasons, which in view of the Tehri 
Darbar has been led to make this claim appears necessary to give a proof and Iis- 
torical resumé of the various events connected with this area. At the time 
Gurkha invasion and Gurkha occupation of the Garhwal Raj, there is documentary 
evidence to show that the village of Nelang specially known as such, was in existence, 
but it is a patent historical fact that during the Gurkha occupation a large num 
cf villages in the occupied territory became desolate and have been wiped out 
oxisteni count of the Gurkha tyrrany and oppression and that Nelang Was 
one of such villages, Soon after the restoration of Maharaja Sudershan Shah to 
this ancient posseasions Mr, William Fraser and two or three years aft 
Hodgson ard Herbert made journies upto Gangotri. All these travellers and str 
ave represented the area in question as eovered by perpetual snow 
of the territory conferred on Raja Sudershan Shah. Till about the end of 
regi Sudershan Shah from 1815—59, the area in the vicinity 
Nelang continued to remain desolate and uninhabited and unadministered for 
nt of uny resident population. About the year 1850, one Mr. Wilson obtained a 
lense of the forests in the whole Taknore pargana from Maharaja Sudershan Shah 
and also a letter of appointment to act as his agent to inhabit the area which had 
been rendered desolate during the Gurkha occupation. Mr, Wilson consequently 
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invited certain Jads from the upper pargana in Kunawar in Bashahr State, to settlo 
at Nelang and established a hamlet of Nelang at Jadung, and carried administration 
on behalf of Maharaja Bhwani Shah in these areas, There being no trade mart in 
the vicinity of the Jelukhaga pass, the Jads of Nelang and Jadung carried on trade 
with Tibet by the route which their brethren in Bashahr had been using. A tax 
was consequently imposed by the Bashahr State on the Jads of Nelang and Jadung 
for making use of its trade route. To this impost Mr. Wilson had raised serious 
objections as the Bashahr State could not under the terms of its Sanad impose any 
transit duties, The first complaint which Mr, Wilson made was in the year 1827 
A.D. and a letter of the Superintendent of Hill States, Simla, addressed to the Raja 
Sahib of Bashahr dated 30th April 1872, in which reference to Mr. Wilson's com- 
tint had been made speaks volume in support of the above statement The 

shahr Darbar claimed that no trade tax was levied on these Nelang Jads but only 
land tax for occupying land in Bashahr State when the Bashahr State 
from their home for trading purposes, Major Sir Henry Ramsay, Commissioner of 
Kumaun was, therefore, accordingly informed by the Superintendent, Hill States, 
Sila, as is indicated by-his letter to Raja Sahib of Bashahr, dated 10th August 
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6, As regards jurisdiction and sovereignty of the Tehri State over Nelang, the 
case was finally decided when Mr. Wilson raised the question. However in 1877 
and 1878 Mr. Kenny made a survey map in which a portion of the territory now 
claimed by the Bashahr Darbar was shown to be in the Bashahr State. In con- 
nection with this map the Tehri State submits that the Government of India has 
repeated, times out of number, that survey maps are no evidence of territorial 
limits and that Government surveyors are riot judicial tribunals nor have power to 
settle boundaries. ‘The boundaries they mark are the result of what has been told 
to them whether by interested parties or otherwise during survey operations. 
‘The reasons why the Jads of Nelang wanted to be placed under the jurisdiction of 
Tibet, Bashahr and Tehri together by having the village recorded as tri-junction of 
the three Governments has been sufficiently indicated in the last paragraph of 
Mr. Kenny's report. 

7. There is no evidence of any administrative acts performed or attempted bj 
the Bashahr State over the Jads of Nelang for acts done at Nelang, before the Teliri- 
‘Tibet boundary dispute arose. The Tehri Darbar holds that the documentar; 
evidence produced by the Bashahr Darbar for ucts done by it in connection with 
the Jus of Nelang relates to ocourrences in Bashahr State. From the documenta 
produced by the Bashahr State it is obvious that when the dispute between Tehri 
and Tibet arose, both Tibet and Bashahr joined to make a common cause against 
the Tehri State. However the Government of India had ordered the area under 
dispute to be treated ns neutral zone, after the year 1924 and any acts done there- 
after or attempted to be done thereafter by Tehri, Bashalir or Tibet are inadmissible 
in evidence. Every: time Bashahr made such attempts it was met by serious re- 
monstrances by the local population resulting in representation to the Tehri Darbar 
of which intimation was given from time to time, to the Political authorities. 

8, On its own part the Tehri Darbar has referred the Commissioners and the 
Bashahr State, to the large volume of records as its documentary evidence of having 
done all administrative acts which are necessary for a sovereign power, in the govern- 
ance of its subjects. European tourists had been to Nelang and any acts dono by 
the local residents were subjects of complaint by them, when a complaint was 
justified, to the Tehri Darbar. Schools have been opened, roads, bridges and 
staging bungalows have been constructed, Panchayats of local residents, as judicial 
tribunals, have been established and so forth, To remove the difficulty which the 
Jads of Nelang had experienced by using the Bashahr road as their trade route, 
the trade route through the Jelukhaga has been improved and during 
Mr. Wyndham's time, as Political. of the State, negotiations through R. B. PE, 
Ghana Nand Khanduri and Dr, Ganga Bishen Tiwari, Ph.D., Forest Member of 
Tehei Gachvral Stato, were opened with the Tibet Government for giving trae 
facilities to the Nelang and Jadung subjects of the Tehri State, resulting in the 
establishment of a trade mart at Thuling. 

(Sd) CHAKRA DHAR JAYAL, 
Rai Bahadur, I. P. 8. (Retd.), 


Dated 26th February 1935. Devan, Tehri-Garhwal State, 
* 
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List of maps, ete 


es (Survey of Tada) 
Survey of India T and 53 
4, Survey of Tia shoct 304-8. 02 (Kinmney's survey). 
8. Map of Bashabr 
6. Map of Tehri-Garhwal State—Hindu script (showing their elaim}- 
7. Map ofthe disputed area filed by Bashar State to show their claim. (Tracing on oi 
paper) 
8. Ficld map of Nilang Village—Tebri Settlement of 1925. 
9, Bield map of Nilang erent of 
10, Fisk map of Nilang Village—Basbar Settlement of 1828. 
11. Jadhang Village—Bashahr Settlement of 1928. 
‘Map ontitled “ Thibetan Border & Trade Routes” filed by Bashohr. 


Photographs of Right and Loft Banks of Jadhganga River at Nilang. ‘Taken during 
Vist of this Commission 
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6-X/34, dated Simla, the 3rd 
m the Deputy Secretary to the Goverment 


the Foreign and Political Department, to ti 


mt of the RaMeb anaes TOVINCES” 


Tehri-Tibet boundary dispute, 


I am directed to refer to the correspondence 
snding with letter ——_ from the Goverment of India in 
the Foreign and Political Department, No. ¥.76-X/34, dated 
the 9th May 192%. The Government of Indie observe that, 
although the findings of Messre. Williamson and Eustace 
with regard to the inter-statel boundary are separate, the 
Conclusions of both officers are the same, ani may broadly 
be stated as follows :- 

(@) Leaving out of consideration the international 
dispute as between India and Tibet, the whole of the 
Jadhgnnza basin with the exception of tho Chor Ged (the 
lowest main tributary on the right bank) should be assigned 
to Tehri, 

(b) The Chor Gad should be assigned to Bashehr. 

(c) Nilang village settlement (hadi) and cultivated 
lands are on the left bank of the Jedhganga, and not on 
the right bank as shew in the survey. 

(a) 4s a consequence of the above finding, Nilang ani 
SJadhang, the only two Permanent settlements in the 
Jadhganga valley, should be assigned to Tehri. 

2. Iam to enquire whether the joint findings of 
Messrs. Eustace and Williamson relating to the inter-statal 
boundary, as defined above, have the concurrence of the 
Goverment of the Pun ngs" If beth Local 
Governments concur, the Government of India would propose 
to define the inter-stetal boundary as described in the 
final paragraph of lr. Bustace's finding, 











Copy of letter from the Political Agent for Tehri-G 
Secretary ‘to Government, United Provinces, 
dated the 14th March 1935. 

Ik 


rhncal State, Bareilly, to the Chief 
No. I61/XVIG.A.T5A (3 


we the honour to forward herewith the report of the Superintendent 
Simla, and the Political 4 T 


d between Basbahr and Tehri-( 
The report is compr 


hri-Garhwal State, on the territory dis 
States in the neighbourhood of Nilang. 


(a) A joint note by both officers setting forth the history of 


ase and the 
material for the settlement of the dispute 


(©) The representations of the parties and rec 


rd of oral evidence produced. 
(©) The separate fi 


ings of the two officers. 
(@) All maps relating to the area. 

large mass of documentary evidence exhibited remains with the parties 
The findings though separate have a singl 


result, namely, a recommendation 
that all the territory in dispute with ¢ ption of a small area known as the 
Chor Gad on the right bank of the river Judhganga, opposite Nilang itself, be awarded 
to Tehri-Garhwal State. The area in dispute is taken to include the whole valley 


adhganga from its source of Gartaga and not merely the villages and 
adjoining cultivation of Nilang and its hamlet Jadhang. 





